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Courts — Laws. 
Developing Standards in the Work of Domestic Relations Courts. — At 

the call of a committee appointed at the last annual meeting of the National 
Probation Association in Indianapolis, a group of men and women engaged 
or especially interested in the work of Domestic Relations Courts met in 
conference in the United Charities Building, New York City, on February 
16th. The object of the meeting was the formulation of standards as to the 
work of domestic relations courts preparatory to the preparation of a thorough- 
going report which the committee plans to present at the next annual con- 
ference of the association. The meeting was called to order by the chairman 
of the special committee, Judge Charles W. Hoffman of the Domestic Relations 
Court of Cincinnati. Other members of the committee who were present were 
Judge Edward J. Dooley of the Domestic Relations Court of Brooklyn; Mrs. 
Jane D. Rippin, Chief Probation Officer, Municipal Court, Philadelphia; and 
Mr.' Monroe M. Goldstein, Secretary of the National Desertion Bureau of 
New York. Among others present were Mr. William H. Baldwin of Wash- 
ington, D. C, Mr. Arthur W. Towne, Superintendent of the Brooklyn Society 
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children; Edwin J. Cooley, Chief Probation 
Officer of the Magistrates' Courts, Charles L. Chute, Secretary of the State 
Probation Commission, probation officers and representatives of the Domestic 
Relations Courts of New York City, and also representatives of the Charity 
Organization Society, Association for improving the Condition of the Poor, 
and others. 

The meeting came to general agreement upon the following principles: 
The Domestic Relations Court, better termed "The Family Court," in any com- 
munity should have exclusive jurisdiction of the following cases : Non-support, 
desertion, all children's cases, including contributory delinquency; adoption 
and guardianship; bastardy; divorce, and alimony. The court should have 
ample provision for probation officers, a maximum of fifty cases for each 
officer should not be exceeded. It was the general consensus of opinion that 
special investigating officers should be provided. Every court should be 
equipped with psychopathic-psychological laboratories for proper diagnosis. 
Power to make mental and physical examinations should be given to the court. 
Informal or summary procedure should be the rule. Proceedings in these 
courts should be conducted in as private a manner as possible. All publicity 
should be discouraged. 

After the general conference, the committee met in executive session and 
made plans for the drafting of its joint report, which was presented at the 
Annual Conference of the National Probation Association to be held in Pitts- 
burgh, June 5 and 6, 1917. 

Charles L. Chute, Sec'y National Probation Association, 

Albany, N. Y. 

The Need For a Public Defender. — In an article written by Judge Nott, 
of the Court of General Sessions, published recently, the learned judge sets 
forth certain arguments in opposition to the Public Defender idea, and favor- 
ing the plan of the ."Voluntary Defenders' Committee," about to be undertaken 
by private citizens. (See page 278 below.) 

Judge Nott's opposition is based on the following grounds : 



